trading in clinical services that takes place over comfortable dinners in London clubs and the activities of the subsequently disgraced MP, Jonathan Aitken, in skewing the provision of hospital services in East Kent. Such occasional barbs apart, the tone of the book is sober, the evidence is carefully documented, and the arguments are compelling. We find ourselves hopping with indignation at the bare-faced treachery of our political masters, wanting to call them instantly to account for selling out the NHS. How dare successive Secretaries of State from the 1980s onwards play fast and loose with the most popular public service that has ever been created in the free world? Why have they been allowed to get away with it? Why is Parliament so remiss in failing to see what is happening?
Allyson Pollock is to be applauded for allowing us to peer deeply into this particular Pandora's box and she is to be admired for her courage in doing so. As she explains in the book, she has suffered personally at the hands of those for whom political spin is more important than evidence or truth. And yet, for all that this is a challenging and disturbing book, it does not wholly convince. The arguments flow unremittingly one way. Pollock sometimes sounds like an unreconstructed Bevanite, yearning to turn the clock back to a time when everything in the NHS garden was pristine, promising and public. Half-hidden like a watermark on every page of her book is the neo-Orwellian mantra 'private bad, public good'. In the innocent and optimistic days of the 1950s and 1960s, services were planned in a rational and coordinated manner, general practitioners provided 24-hour care for entire families, hospitals were built with public capital, and values such as public service, political integrity and social justice were taken seriously. Yet Pollock gives scant attention either to the reasons why the old-style NHS was ultimately seen to have failed or to the possible benefits of the new mixed economy of health. The final judgment on the Private Finance Initiative, foundation hospitals and primary care trusts might yet go her way, but we need to hear the case for the defence before making up our minds.
It is here, perhaps, that Allyson Pollock's campaign begins to falter, for the clock cannot be turned back and the errors of the past (if such they were) cannot be undone. At the very end of the book she observes that 'if the NHS had been funded since its inception on the scale of other EU health systems, the public discontent that the privatisers were able to exploit could have been averted'. That may well be true; but the NHS wasn't funded on the scale of most other healthcare systems and public discontent hasn't been averted. The NHS has to move on from the position in which it actually finds itself, not some imagined position that we would ideally like it to be in. Pollock's prescription for the future, in the final sentence of her book, is rousing: 'What is now required is not reform but revolution-a quiet, collective revolution of the sort that brought the NHS into being in the first place'. Many will say 'amen' to this clarion call. Yet where is the momentum for the 'quiet revolution' to come from? Who is there waiting in the wings to become a latter-day Bevan? How can governments be beaten when the game is played by the rules that they themselves have set? On these questions Allyson Pollock is silent.
John Butler
Emeritus Professor, University of Kent, UK
The Oxford Companion to the Mind
Editor: Richard L. Gregory pp. 1024 Price £40 ISBN 0-19-866224-6 (h/b).
Oxford: Oxford University Press Books
There is a way of looking at the world which holds that the human mind and its contents are all that there is. The second edition of Richard Gregory's lovely book does justice to the greatness of its subject and to its renowned predecessor. If Gilgamesh is the first book of the human heart, the Oxford Companion to the Mind is on a short-list of those dedicated to the heart's more calculating runningmate. It makes good the dust-jacket's boast that this is, indeed, an edition for the new century. The book's compact and sober exterior belies a breadth and exuberance as astonishing as the paradoxes it celebrates. In the course of its 959 pages we are taken on a journey from the abacus to zombies, with stops along the way at such out-of-the-way places as the mysteries of the colour brown, the winning of chess endgames (and the blunders of Kasparov), why doubles are bad news, the legal validity of psychopaths, what the Buddha had to say about visual perception, the manners of conversing with kings (or carving a joint of meat), the history of the jigsaw puzzle, why Adzell the Wodenite was intrinsically good, and the scientific status of levitation and ghosts (whether Pepper's ghost, or more homely apparitions). It would be almost true to say that all of human (mental) life is here, from the weightiest meditations on our past and our future, as individuals and as a species, to such ticklish subjects as, well, tickling. Nor does the Companion confine itself to mind as it is instantiated in human brains: the operation of other minds in our fellow creatures, and the possibility of future minds in our own digital creations, are themes treated at length.
The Companion's honour roll of 316 authors (129 new to the present edition) have contributed universally readable, frequently entertaining, and sometimes historic pieces ranging in scope from definitions and brief vignettes to substantial essays. It is a measure of the eclecticism of this enterprise that the list of contributors includes, besides neuroscientists young and old, Beryl Bainbridge, Roger Penrose, and Patrick Moore. Alongside the exotic and the esoteric, the more traditional subject matter of the core brain sciences of neuroanatomy, neurophysiology and neuropsychology is solidly in evidence. The philosophical foundations of these disciplines, sometimes regarded by neuroscientists as diversions en route to the more serious business of molecules and MRIs, are here firmly in the foreground.
For all its erudition, the Companion has an endearing lightness of touch. The dialogue between the brain sciences, the arts and the greater religions emerges with clarity and verve. The book is commendably even-handed in its treatment of contemporary scientific and philosophical issues: the article on consciousness, perhaps the most notorious case in point, is presented as a symposium in which influential thinkers outline their respective positions. Plato would surely have approved. The inclusion of brief Lives provides a welcome historical context, conveying the poignancy and humour of the passing parade. The Lives exemplify the surefooted economy of style and expression which is a hallmark of the whole work: such mighty themes as 'religion' or 'symbols' are rendered with an epigrammatic freshness which is never merely facile. The book is a triumph of the editor's art (that is, the art which disguises art).
Any criticisms will seem mean-spirited. The neurological entries could perhaps be more contemporary in places; and I was a little disappointed not to find an entry devoted to the thorny problem of 'objects' as the building blocks of the brain's experience of the world. But no book can be all things to all men; and to mention such things is rather like quibbling that Raphael could not paint feet. This book will fill many rainy afternoons, and it will be an amiable and scholarly guide to realms I know nothing about. There must be few with an interest in the mind, whether amateur or professional, who would not consult it with profit and delight. To paraphrase Owen Chadwick (as quoted in the article on Adrian in the Companion), I am not sure what wisdom is, but whatever it is, this book must surely advance it. Medical law is a fast-moving subject, and most contributors to this second edition have done a good job in bringing readers up to date. Though I balk at the disproportionately long chapter on bloodborne viruses which seems better suited to a volume on public health, my main reservations stem from excessive brevity. For instance, the chapter on medicolegal implications of health and human rights raises vital questions but offers little discussion or analysis. No distinction is drawn between a right to health (to meet public health needs) and a right to healthcare service provision (to meet individual needs). The contributor instead relies on Article 25 of the 1948 United Nations Declaration on Human Rights, with its broad generalized assertions.
J D Warren
Unfortunately, the chapter that is least up to date addresses perhaps the most important topic in the book, namely consent. There is no discussion of the Department of Health Reference Guide to Consent for Examination or Treatment 2001, which has become the standard reference for clinical issues on law and consent in England and Wales and his omission is compounded by the lack of references to recent case law. Do we need to talk about Bolam as 'still relevant'-what about Pearce or Bolitho instead of a case almost half a century old? The chapter on medicines and product liability law is useful, but to say that very tight legislative controls are maintained in all stages of the manufacture and distribution of medicines is only to state the obvious: what we need to know is whether or not controls are effective and this receives only brief mention. Some contributors succeed in keeping the reader's attention in areas that could be dry and dull, such as death certification and the role of the coroner; the chapter on this is fluently written and sufficiently informative without burdening readers with masses of detail.
The chapter on clinical negligence has ample legal definitions and references but not a word about the NHS Litigation Authority. How odd that a book published in 2004 fails to register that all NHS litigation is dealt with by this single central authority, set up in 1995. The book finishes with practical advice on what to do, or not to do, in the event of being called upon to take the witness stand in the capacity of expert witness or defendant: 'Do not get cross; do not behave arrogantly; do not try to play the comic; do not play word games etc.'. If the main purpose was to produce a small but reliable volume for students and professionals I feel that, despite some well-written chapters, the book misses its mark.
Roger Worthington
Ashbourne, UK
